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DIGEST. 





ADMINISTRATION— 
1. Insufficient estate—Abatement of annuitiee—Married woman— 
Restraint on anticipation—Oapital value of annuity—Legal 
gt representative.—Ross, Re, Ashton v. Ross, CH.D. NORTH, J., 


2. Letters of administration—Proceedings to revoke—Previous | 
administration action —Res judicata— Acquiescence.—Mohan v. | 
Broughton, aPr., §.J. 210; W-R. 371 

3. Trustee carrying on testator’s business—Tort by trustee— 
Damages—Indemnity—Claim to indemnity out of estate by person | 
recovering damages against the trustee.—Raybould, Re, Raybould v. | 
Turner, CH.D, BYRNE, J., W.R. 301 

See also Limitation Statutes, 3 


ADMIRALTY — 
1. Limitation of liability—Ship not exceeding fifteen tons | 


BILL of SALE— ? 

1, Consideration — Occupation of | pros: omitted — Specific 
description of farm stock—Statement of consideration— Accordance 
with form—Bills of Sale Act, 1878 (41 & 42 Vict. c. 31), s. 10, sub- 
section 2—Bills of Sale Act, 1882 (45 & 46 Vict. c. 43), ss. 4, 8, 9. 
~ v. ny Q.B.D., he cna vo es al 

. Pa t instalments—Authori sell mortgaged pro- 

pesig-—thalp before instalments were due—Interest subsequent to 
sale.— West v. Diprose, CH.D. COZENS-HARDY, J., W.R. 389 

3. Regitention Yee Sar a anne of grantor’s 
occupation—Bills of Sale Act, 1878 (41 & 42 Vict. c. 31), s. 10 (2). 
—Kemble v. Addison, Q.B.D., W.R. 331 

4. True statement of consideration—Money ‘now paid”—Pro- 
missory note not yet due—Bills of Sale Act, 1878 (41 & 42 Vict. c. 
31), s. 8.— Wiltshire, Re, Eynon, Ex parte, sxcy., W.R. 256 * 


burden—Exemption from registry—Merchant Shipping Act, 1894 BREAD— 


57 _ 58 Vict. c. 60), s. 3, sub-section 1.—‘‘ Brunel,” The, APP., 
«RB. 243 
2. Practice—Ship— Action of constraint—Bail bond for safe | 


Sale of, otherwise than by weight—3 Geo. 4, c. 106, s. 4.—London 
County Council v. Read, Q.B.D., W.R. 393 


>. 


return of vessel—Forfeiture—Discretion of court.—‘‘ Cawdor,” The, | CHARITY— 


ApP., W.R, 293 a 


ADULTERATION— | 
Camphorated oil—Sale of Food and Drugs Act, 1875 


Will—Gift limited to old and worn-out clerks of firm—Amal- 
gamation of firms.—Gosling, Re, Gosling v. Smith, CH.D. BYRNE, J., 
W.R. 306 


38 & 39 
Vict. c. 63), ss. 6, 7.—Beardsley v. Watton, a.B.D., §.J. ma | COMMON LODGING HOUSE— 


APPOINTMENT — 
See Power. 


ARBITRATION— 

1. Position of arbitrator—Architect’s certificate— Quasi-judicial 
position of architect—Non-liability for negligence.— Chambers v. 
Goldthorpe, Q.B.D., 8.3. 229 

2. Railway—Lands Clauses Consolidation Act, 1845 (8 & 9 Vict. 
C. 4 s. 35—Railway Clauses Consolidation Act, 1845 (8 & 9 Vict. 
c. 20), s. 78.—-London and North-Western Railway Co. v Walker, 
H.L., W.R. 384 


ASSIGNMENT— 
Promise to pay debtor out of certain moneys—Equitable assign- 
ment.—Horne v. Campbell, CH.D. BYRNE, J., S.J. wea 


BANKER— 

Negligence—Order in writing for payment of money—Trover— 
Conversion—Measure of von had and received Bills 
of Act, 1882 (45 & 46 Vict. o. 6 ) as. 3 (1) (2), 11 (2), 73, 
82—Inland Revenue Act, 1883 (46 & 47 6. 55), 8, 17.—Bavine 
v. London and South-Western Bank, arr., W.R. 210 


BANKRUPTCY— : 

1, Foreigner not resident in England—Assi ent in favour of 
creditors— ee Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vict. c. 42), ss, 
4 (a), 6 (d),—A. B. & Oo. (No. 1), Re, app., 8,5. 298 

2. Fraudulent preference—Pa: t to bank with the object of 
benefiting debtor’s carety_—Bankruptoy Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vict. c. 
s) _— sub-section 1.— Warren, Re, , The, Kx parte, BKCY., 

3. Fraudulent transfer of p: by debtor to company— 
Transfer set aside—Liability of directors of company.—ZEley, Re, 
2xcy¥., §.J. 329 

4. Petition—Judgment debt—Abuse of the process of the court. 
ae hg ke parte, Teh 8.J. 345 

5. Stoc change—Rights of trustee in bankru as against 
the official assignee of the Stock Exchange.— ood Be, King, Ex 
parte, bse ke 8.J. ¥ sled 

6. Undischarged bankru: uired property—Surplus 
assets.— Bird v. Philpott, ann, sane. J, 8.5. P 246 - 

See also Water, 1 


BILL of EXCHANGE— 
See Banker. 





mgreguted tapeinar -thogur cf epee ot dhenh Saale tee 
congrega’ er—Danger o 0 ‘or 
registration Ae 5-0 ion—Common Lodging Houses Act, 1851 
(14 & 15 Vict. c. 28), 8. 7.—Logsdon v. Trotter, 0.B.D., W.R. 365 

sion Penalty for banping-—Cosbensa Laliglog tlounme Ast; 1061 
tration— for keeping—Common i ouses Act, 1851 
14 & 15 Viet, ¢ 28 —Common i Houses Act, 1853 (16 & 17 
ict. c. 41), 8, 3.—Logadon v. Booth, Q.B.D., W.R. 266 


1. Deceased member—Notices—Calls—Special resolutions-— 
Forfeiture—Fully paid-up shares—Vendor’s shares—Company’s 
lien.—Allen v. Gold Fields of West Africa, app., 8.J. 261 

2. Memorandum of association — Alteration — Jurisdiction— 
Companies we, 1862 ay ia 1800 (08 2 ~~ 8, 63}, 10, 79— 
Companies (Winding-u 890 (5 54 Vict. c. as, 1, 32 
(2), 33—Com fieesrsbtan of Association) Act, 1890 (53 & 
54 Vict. c. 62), s. 1.—North of England Iron Steamship Insurance 
Association, Re, CH D, COZENS-HARDY, J., §.J. 230 

3. Memorandum of association—Payments on shares—Agree- 
ment—Directors—Breach of duty.— Alexander v. Automatic Telephone 
Oe Wisden pally CEE Action for t of calle— 

4, ing u i —Acti payment o' 

Slaten aie poy wry : of . 

i o] Batteog Me commencement se 
General Railway Syndicate, Re, Whiteley’s case, aPP., 8.J. 

5. Winding a ae of documente—Income tax returns— 
Misfeasance summons— Pua a ae of judge— 
Companies Act, 1862 = & 26 c. 89), s. 115.— Hargreaves, Re, 
A Winding Wr igaidator—N tice of proposed appointment of 

. a 0 pro ° 

person Subsequent appointment, without previous 
notice, of another —Validity.—Trench Tubeless Co., Re, 
7. Wading up— New company Hescairetion Unierwriting 

° up—New company—. — 

_ ts of dissentient panies Act, 1962 (25 
26 Vict. c. 89), s. 161—Joint-Stock Com Act, 
1870 (33 & 34 Vict. c. 104), s. 2.—Canning Jarrah Ti Co., Re, 


OH.D, COZENS-HARDY, J., 8.J. 296; apr., W.R, 345 
_ 8. Winding bye pe assets—Distribution—Articles of asso- 


ciation t |\—Unequal contribution—Equaliza- 

oe coe isky Listliery Oo., Re, CH.D. arene aie, Je, 
. 296 

9. Winding up—Voluntary winding up—Reconstraction—Sale of 

assets— Dissentient member—Purchase of interest—Companies Act, 
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cROWN— 


1862 (25 & 26 Vict. c. 89), 8. 161.—Payne v. Cork Co., cu.D EXECUTOR— 


STIRLING, J., W.R. 325 


See also Bankruptcy, 3; Landlord and Tenant, 4; Limitation 


Statutes, 1; Practice, 13 


CONTEMPT— 

1. Newspaper—Motion to commit—Publication calculated to 
prejudice fair trial of action—Costs.—Shaw v. India Rubber Co., 
CH.D. STIRLING, J., §.J. 295 

2. Newspaper— Personal abuse of judge at assizes—Jurisdiction. 
—Reg, v. Gray, UB D., §.J. 362 


CON TRACT— 

1. Coxrflict of laws—English law and law of South African 
Republic— Locus solutionis.—South African Breweries v. King, APP., 
8.J. 228; W.R. 289 

2. Consideration of marriage — Representation — Testamentary 
intentions -— “‘ Share’? — Performance, — Fickers, Re, Farina v. 
Fickers, CH.D, COZENS-HARDY, J., W.R, 250 

3. Indemnifying a bail—lIllegality—Shares transferred to bail— 
Innocent transferror.—Consolidated Exploration Co. v. Musgrave, 
CH D. NORTH, J., W.R. 298 

See also Lunacy, 1; Sale of Goods 


CONVEYANCING ACTS— 
“a ‘je and Tenant, 4, 5,7; Vendor and Purchaser, 3, 8; 


COPYRIGHT— 

1, Infringement—Book—Sheet of music—Perforated sheets for 
use in a mechanical instrument-—Copyright Act, 1842 (5 & 6 Vict. 
c. 45), ss. 2, 15.— Boosey v. Whight & Co., aPP., W.R. 228 

2. Verbatim report of speech—‘‘ Author ’—Copyright Act, 1842 
(5 & 6 Vict. c. 45).— Walter v. Lane, apr., W.R, 218 


cosTs— 
See Contempt, 1; Criminal Law, 2; Local Government, 2, 3; 
Practice, 4-6, 9, 12, 14; Settled Law, 1; Solicitor, 2-4 2 


CRIMINAL LAW— 

1. Conspiracy avd Protection of Property Act, 1875 (38 & 39 
Vict. c. 86), s. 7—Besetting—Engagement of seamen without 
licence—Right of seamen to fulfil engagement.—Farmer v. Wilson, 
QB.D., §.J. 363 





2. Costs—Right of defendant to costs on acquittal—Municipal 
Elections (Corrupt and Illegal Practices) Act, 1884 a & 48 Vict. 
c. 70), s. 30—Corrupt Practices Prevention Act, 1854 (17 & 18 Vict. 
c. 102), s. 12—Corrupt and Illegal Practices Prevention Act, 1883 
(46 & 47 Vict. c. 51), 8. 53.—Reg. v. Law, Q.B.D.. 8.J.262 ; W.R. 411 | 

3. Evidence—Evidence of accused person—Previous convictions 
and cross-examination as to—Prevention of Cruelty to Children 
Act, 1894 (57 & 58 Vict. c. 41), ss. 1, 12—Criminal Evidence Act, 
1898 (61 & 62 Vict. c. 36), s. 1, sub-section (/); s. 6.—Charnock v. 
Merchant, a.B D., W.R, 334 


Prerogative—Right to remove proceedings to the Revenue side— 
Right to apply to stay proceedings.—Stanley (Lord) v. Wild, arp., 
W.R. 242 


DIVORCE— 

1. Desertion—Adultery by husband—Offer of forgiveness if dis- 
continued—Continuance of adultery insisted on—Refusal by wife 
to continue cohabitation—Separation.—Sickert v. Sickert, P.D. & 
AD.D., W.R, 268 

2. Practice—Respondent of unsound mind not so found—No 
appearance—Notice to official solicitor.—Giles v. Giles, P.D. & AD.D., 





W.R. 288 
3. Previous suit for restitution of conjugal rights—Decree in 
restitutioa suit—Husband temporarily resident out of the jurisdic- 


tion—Service of decree—Matrimonial Causes Act, 1884 (47 & 48 | 


Vict. c. 68).—Dick v. Dick, P.D. & AD.D., W.R, 302 


DOMICIL— 
Husband and wife—Matrimonial domicil—French law—Contract 


of marriage—Movable goods—Change of domicil—Community of | 


goods.— De Nicols v. Curlier, H.L., W.R. 269 
See also Will, 3 


EASEMENT— 


Parol licence—Annual payment of rent—Uninterrupted —- 


ment of over forty years—The Prescription Act, 1832 (2 & 3 
4, c 71), ss. 2, 4.—Gardner v. Hodgson’s Kingston Brewery Co., 
CH.D. COZENS-HARDY, J., §.J. 314 


EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY— 
See Master and Servant, 2-18 


Right of retainer— Payment under order of court without pre- 
s to right.—-Lance, Re, Sharp v. Rebbeck, CH.D. KEKEWICH, J., 
J. 243 


FINANCE ACTS— : 
See Inland Revenue, 1, 2, 5-8 


FISHERY— 
See Salmon Fishery 


FOoOoD— 
See Adulteration 


FRAUDS, STATUTE of— 
See Landlord and Tenant, 11; Vendor and Purchaser, 7 


GAMING— 
Wager—Stakeholder—Money ‘‘ paid’’—Right to recover—8 & 9 
Vict. c. 109—The Gaming Act, 1892 (55 & 56 Vict. c. 9), s. 1.— 
Burge v. Ashley, APP., §.J. 311 


GAS COMPANY— 
Negligence—Damages—Right of action at common law—Remedy 
provided by special Act—Gas Works Clauses Act, 1847, s. 20.— 
Crystal Palace Gas Co. v. Idris, Q.B.D., §.J. 229 


HACKNEY CARRIAGE— 
Definition of—Driver—Standing or plying for hire—Street— 
Towns Police Clauses Act, 1847 (160 & 11 Vict. c. 89), ss. 3, 38, 45. 
—dJones v. Short, Q.B.D., W.R, 251 


HIGHWAY— 

1. Nuisance—Obstruction—Loading and unloading of vans— 
Injunction.— Attorney-General v. Brighton Supply Association, APP., 
W.R. 314 

2. Trespass—User of highway.—/ickman v. Maisey, app., §.J. 
326; W.R. 385 


INJUNCTION— 

Name of place of business—‘‘ Black Swan” Distillery—Separate 
assignments of business and of site—Trade-mark—Intention to 
deceive.— Nicholson v. Buchanan, CH.D, STIRLING, J., §.J. 408 

See also Highway, 1 


INLAND REVENUE— 

1. Estate duty—Settlement—Reservation of interest—Finance 
Act, 1894 (57 & 58 Vict. c. 30), 8. 2, sub-section 1 (c).—Grey (Earl) 
v. Attorney-General, H.L., W.R. 383 

2. Excise duty—‘‘ Grogging”’ spirit—Finance Act, 1898, s. 4.— 
Reg. v Mugford, BARNSTAPLE QUARTER SESSIONS, S.J. 409 

3. Income tax—Deduction of tax from interest or annuities— 
Customs and Inland Revenue Act, 1888 (51 & 52 Vict. c. 8), s. 24, 
sub-section 3.—-Attorney-General v. London County Council, APP., 
W.R. 294 

4. Income tax—Life insurance company—‘“‘ Annual profits and 
gains ”—Participating policyholders—Return of surplus by way of 
bonus—Income Tax Act, 1853 (16 & 17 Vict. c. 34), Schedule D.— 
errr Life Assurance Society of the United States v. Bishop, APP., 

.R. 341 

5. Life policy—Policy brought into settlement—Estate duty—- 
Finance Act, 1894 (57 & 58 Vict. c. 30), 8. 2 (1) (d).—Attorney- 
General v. Dobree, Q.B.D., W.R. 413 

6. Settlement estate duty—Contingent settlement—Finance Act, 
1894 (57 & 58 Vict. c. 30), 8. 5 (1) (a)—Settled Land Act, 1882 (45 
& 46 Vict. c. 38), s. 2 (1)—Finance Act, 1898 (61 & 62 Vict. c. 10), 
8s. 14.——Attorney-General v. Clarkson, APP., W.R. 216 

7. Settlement estate duty—Incidence of duty—Settled legacy— 
General estate—Finance Act, 1896 (59 & 60 Vict. c. 28), 8. 19.— 
Lewis, Re, Lewis v. Smith, CH.D. KEKEWIOH, J., 8.J. 347 

8. Settlement estate duty—Legacy by testator in satisfaction of 
previous covenant—Settlement haus by instrument outside will 
—Finance Act, 1894 (57 & 58 Vict. c. 30), ss. 5, 6 (2), 8 (4)— 
Finance Act, 1896 (59 & 60 Vict. c. 28), s. 19—Effect of covenant 
to pay “without any deduction.”—Maryon-Wilson, Re, Wilson v. 
Maryon- Wilson, apr., §.J. 312; W.R. 338 

9. Stamp duty—Agreement in consideration of fixed annual pay- 
— Bond. covenant, or instrument of any kind bee ogg " 
—‘‘ Only or principal or primary security for any annuity” for 
indefinite St ates ct, 1891 (54 & 55 Vict. c. 39), Schedule 
I.—National Telephone Oo. v. Inland Revenue Commissioners, H.L., 
W.R. 210 

10. Stamp duty—Partnership dissolution—Record of transfer of 

TO —‘* Conveyance on sale ’’—‘ Release or renunciation ’’— 

tamp Act, 1891 (54 & 55 Vict. c. 39), Schedule 1.—Garnett v. 
Inland Revenue Commissioners, Q.B.D., W.R, 303 
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INSURANCE— , 

1. Guarantee of solvency—Lloyd’s policy—Direction to jury— 
Material facts—Concealment.—Seaton v. Burnand, H.L., 8.J. 276 

2. Life policy—Practice—Declaration as to future interests— 
—Refusal to accept premiums—Repudiation of policy—Actiou by 
holder.— Honour v. Equitable Life Assurance Society of United States, 
CH.D. BUCKLEY, J., S.J. 313; W.R. 347 

3. Marine — Underwriters’ liability — Repair to ship— Owners 
taking advantage of ship being dry-docked—Apportionment of 
expenses.— Ruabon Steamship Co. v. London Assurance, H.L., W.R. 
225 


JUSTICES— 

Appeal—Order for maintenance of pauper—43 Eliz. c. 2, ss. 6, 7 
—Poor Relief Act, 1819 (59 Geo. 3, c. 12), s. 26—Poor Law 
Amendment Act, 1868 (31 & 32 Vict. c. 122), s. 36—Police 
(Metropolis) Act, 1839 (2 & 3 Vict. c. 71), 8. 50.—Reg. v. London 
Justices, Q.B.D., §.J. 245; W.R. 319 

See also Licensing Law 


LANDLORD and TENANT— 

1. Dwelling-house—Covenant for quiet enjoyment—Adjoining 
house of greater height—Injury to demised house—Smoki 
chimneys.—T7ebb v. Cave, CH.D. BUCKLEY, J., §.J. 262; W.R. 318 

2. Distress—Goods impounded on premises— Possession—Pound 
breach—Abandonment—Distress for Rent Act, 1737 (11 Geo. 2, c. 
19), s. 10—Practice—Leave to appeal to Court of A on one 
point—Argument limited.—Jones v. Biernstein, APP., W.R, 232 

3. ee /.  4 by sub-demise—Liability for rent— Elegit 
—Sheriff—1 & 2 Vict. c. 110, s. 11.—Johns v. Pink, CHD. 
STIRLING, J., W.R, 247 

4. Lease—Company— Proviso for re-entry on liquidation— 
Forfeiture—Underlease — Relief — Increase of rent payable by 
underlessee—Conveyancing Act, 1882, s. 14—Conveyancing Act, 
1892, ». 4.—Ewart v. Fryer, CH.D. KEKEWIOH, J., §.J. 347 

5. Lease—Building covenant—Repairing covenant—Continui 
breaches of covenants — Waiver by acceptance of rent—Recovery a 
possession— Sufficiency of notice under Conveyancing Act, 1881 (44 
A 45 Vict. c, 41), s. 14.—Jacob v. Down, CH.D. STIRLING, J., §.J. 
378 

6. Lease—Covenant by tenant to pay and discharge “all taxes, 
rates, duties, and assessments whatsoever ”—Liability to pay for 
drainage works required by the vestry—Metropolis mert 
Act, 1855 (18 & 19 Vict. c, 120), ss. 85, 217; Metropolis Manage- 
ment Amendment Act, 1862 (25 & 26 Vict. c. 102), es. 64, 96.— 
Farlow v. Stevenson, aArp., W.R. 213 

7. Lease—Forfeiture—Breach of covenant—Notice to remedy 
several breaches—Validity—Conveyancing Act, 1881 (44 & 45 Vict. 
c. 41), s. 14 (1).—Pannell v. City of London Brewery Co., CH.D. 
BUCKLEY, J., W.R. 264 

8. Lease—Lease of theatre—Covenant not to assign—Grant of 
right to supply refreshments—Breach — Forfeiture.— Daly v. 
Edwardes, CH.D. KEKEWICH, J., 8.J. 328; W.R. 360 

9. Lease—Sub-lease—Repair—Covenants to keep and yield up in 
repair—Measure of damages—Allowance—Credit for damages 
recovered in former action from present defendant under his 
liability to superior landlord.—_Zbbetts v. Conquest, Q.B.D., §,J, 378 

10. Reservation of exclusive sporting 
Ground Game Act, 1880 (43 & 44 Vict. c. 47), 8. 3.—Stanton v. 
Brown, Q.B.D., S.J. 212; W.R. 333 

11. Tenancy from year to year not in writing—Parol agreement 
to give up possession of premises at a particular date—Surrender by 
operation of law—Estoppel by conduct—Statute of Frauds (29 
Car. 2, c. 3), s. 3.— Fenner v. Blake, 0.B.D., W.R. 392 

12. Waste—Long lease—Deposit of rubbish—Injury to reversion 
—Countervailing advantage—Public Health Acts Amendment Act, 
1890 (53 & 54 Vict. c, 59), 8. 25.—West Ham Charity Board v. East 
London Waterworks Co., CH.D. BUCKLEY, J., 8.J. 243; W.R. 284 


LEASE— 
See Landlord and Tenant, 4-9; Misrepresentation ; Mortgage, 
1; Specific Performance ; Vendor and Purchaser, 3; Will, 6 


LICENSING LAW— 
Appeal—Procedure — Renewal of licence — Quarter sessions— 
Licensing justices not represented—Evidence by appellant.—Zvans 
v. Conway Justiés, Q.B.D., §,J. 278 


LIMITATION STATUTES— 

1. Company— Prospectus—Untrue statements—Action by share- 
holder for compensation—Directors’ Liability Act, 1890 (53 & 54 
Vict. c. 64), s. 3—Civil Procedure Act, 1833 (3 & 4 Will. 4, c. 42), 
8. 3.—Zhomson v. Clamorris (Lord), aPPp., 8.J. 346 

2. ‘* Concealed fraud”—3 & 4 Will. 4, c. 27, s. 26.—McCullum 
v. McCullum, CH.D. KEKEWICH, J., 8.J. 243 

3. Powers of appointment under settlement—Money charged on 


rights — Severability— | . 





lands—Express trust—Real Property Limitation Act, 1874 (37 & 
38 Vict. c. 57), ss. 8, 10—Wills Act (7 Will. 4 & 1 Vict. c. 26), s, 27 
—Resid bequest in will—Assete—Administration.— Ha , Re, 
Williams v. Williams, CH.D. NORTH, J., W.R. 245 

See also Mortgage, 2 ay 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT— 

1. Expenses—Rates—Asylums}board—Contributions from county 
and county boroughs—Apportionment—Rateable values—Assess- 
able values—Local Government Act, 1888 (51 & 52 Vict. c. 41), s. 33, 
sub-section 2—Agricultural Rates Act, 1896 (59 & 60 Vict. o. 16), 
ss. 1, 2, 3, 5, 9.—Lancashire Asylums Board v, Manchester (Mayor), 
App., W.R. 356 

2. Practice—Costs as between solicitor and client—Public right 
of way—Action of Seer acting under direction of local 
authority—Public Authorities Protection Act, 1893 (56 & 57 Vict. 
c. 61), s. 1 (b)—Local Government Act, 1894 (56 & 57 Vict. c. 73), 
8. 26.—Greenwell v. Howell, apr., 8.3. 277; W.R. 307 

3. Public health—Compensation for of defendi 

roceedings wrongfully taken by local authority—Public Heal 
aot, 1875 (38 & 39 Vict. o. 55), s, 308.— Barnett v. Eccles Corporation, 
Q.B.D., §.J. 362 

4. Rating—General district rate—Reservoir—‘‘ Land covered 
with water ”—Public Health Act, 1875 (38 & 39 Vict. c. 55), s. 211, 
vn ae 1 (b).— Hampton Council v. Southwark Water Co., H.L., 

.R. 209 


5. Tramcars—Outside lights—Bye-laws made—London County 
Council—Metropolitan Public Carriages Act, 1869 (32 & 33 Vict. c. 
115), s. 9.—Adamson v. Miller, Q.B.D., §.J. 278 

See also Poor Law, 1 


LONDON BUILDING ACTS— 
See Metropolis, 1, 3 


LUNACY— 

1. Lunatic—Contract to purchase real estate—Contract carried 
out by committee under direction of court—Vovidable contract— 
Conversion of lunatic’s estate.—Baldwyn v. Smith, OH.D. BYRNE, J., 
8.J. 278; W-R, 346 

2. Person of unsound mind not so found by inquisition—Pauper 
lunatic — Application of pro — Jurisdiction — Discretion—- 
Lunacy Act, 1890 (53 Vict. c. 5), ss. 116 (4), 117, 299, 300.—Tye, 
Re, Lunacy, W.R. 276 


MARKET— 

1. Toll—Exposure for sale—Newton District Improvement Act, 
1855 (18 & 19 Vict. c. c.), 8. 59, Schedule B.—Newton-in-Makerfield 
Council v. Lynn, Q.B.D., W.R, 222 

2. Tolls — Selling potatoes in the street—Penalty—Licensed 
hawker—Exemption—Hawkers Act, 1888 (51 & 52 Vict. c. 33); s. 
3 (3)—Markets and Fairs Clauses Act, 1847 (10 Vict. o. 14), s. 13,— 
Llandudno Council vy. Hughes, Q.B.D., 8.J. 213; W.R. 366 


MARRIED WOMAN— 
See Administration, 1 ; Domicil 


MASTER and SERVANT— 

1, Agreement of service—Fines, penalties, or drawbacks, if 
absent without leave—Right to dismiss eB pr pes of wages to 
date less any fines so incurred—After dismissal and yp mere of all 

due summons taken out to recover fine for two days’ absence 
without permission—Employers and Workmen Act, 1875—Truck 
Act, 1896, s. 1, sub-section 2 (b).—Buaton Lime Firms Co. v Howe, 
Q.B.D., §.J. 361 

2. Employer’s liability — Accident — Compensation — Buildi 
being constructed by means of a scaffolding—Painting ceiling o 
theatre—Undertakers—Persons undert construction of part of 
building— Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1 — & 61 Vict. oc, 37), 
8. 7, pm tho omer 1, 2.—Mason v. Dean, APP., W.R, 353 

3. Employer’s liability — Accident — Com: tion — Buil 

ing ‘‘ constructed” means of a “ scaffolding ””—Workmen’s 
Compensation Act, 1897 (60 & 61 Vict. c, 37), 8. 7.—Maude v. Brook, 
see eo lege lsbility Accident — Compensation — Building 

4. oyer’s ii = =) tan ee 
being ‘‘ constructed” by means of ‘Workmen’s 
Compensation Act, 1897 (60 & 61 Vict. c. 37), s. 7, sub-section 1,— 
Frid v. Fenton, arp., 8.J, 312 

—Claim not 
Act, 


5. Employer’s liability— Accident—Compensation 
made within six months—Waiver—Workmen’s Compensation 
1897 (60 & 61 Vict. c. 37), 8s. 2, sub-section 1.—Wright v. Bagnall, 
ApP., 8.J. 376 a 


6. Employer’s liability — 
ee “a rg orkmen’s Sage an 
1897 (60 Vict. c. » SB. 1, i— an orkshop 
1895 {8 & 59 Vict. c. 37), 8. 23, Ben 1.—Hennessey v. 
McCabe, arp., W.R, 231 
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7. Employer’s liability — Accident — Compensation—Factory— 
Shipbuilding yard — Ship in dock being repaired—Factory and 
Workshop Act, 1878 (41 & 42 Vict. c. 16), s. 93; Sched. IV., 
Part II., cl. 24—Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1897 (60 & 61 Vict. 
¢c. 37), 8. 7.—Spencer v. Livett, aPP., W.R. 323 

8. Employer’s liability—Accident — Compensation — Factory — 
Wharf—Workmen’s ———— Act, 1897 (60 & 61 Vict. e. 37), 
s. 7—Factory and Workshop Act, 1895 (58 & 59 Vict. c. 37), s. 23. 
—Haddock v. Humphreys, aPp., W.R. 292 

9. Employer’s liability—Accident—Compensation—‘On or in 
or about a factory ’’—Factory of third person—Workmen’s Com- 

tion Act, 1897 (60 & 61 Vict. c. 37), 8. 7.—Francis v. Turner, 
APP., W.R. 228 

19. Employer's liability—Accident —Compensation—‘‘ On or in 
or about” a factory—Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1897 (60 & 61 
Vict. c. 37), 8. 7, sub-section 1.—Fenn v. Miller, apr., §.J. 312; 
W.R. 369 

11. Employer’s liability — Accident —Compensation—Railway — 
Barmaid in refreshment room—Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1897 
(60 & 61 Vict. c. 37), s. 7—Regulation of Railways Act, 1873 (36 & 
37 Vict. c. 48), 8. 3.— Milner v. Great Northern Railway Co., APP., 
W.R. 387 

12. Employer's liability — Accident — Compensation — ‘‘ Under- 
takers ”—Sub-contractor—Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1897 (60 
& 61 Vict. c. 37), ss. 4, 7.—Cass v. Butler, app., §.J. 277; W.R. 309 

13. Employer’s liability—Accident—Compensation—U ndertakers 
—Contractor and sub-contractor—Indemnity—Workmen’s Com- 
pensation Act, 1597 (60 & 61 Vict. c. 37), 8. 4.—Cooper v. Davenport, 
App., §.J. 311 

14. Employer's liability — Accident — Compensation — Weekly 
earnings, average of—Workman in employment for less than two 
weeks—Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1897 (60 & 61 Vict. o. 37), 
Schedule I. (1).—Zysons v. Knowles, app., W.R, 408 

15. Employer’s liability — Accident — Compensation — Weekly 
earnings, average of—-Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1897 (60 & 61 
Vict. c. 37).—Stuart v. Nixon, app., §,J. 407 

16. Employer’s liability—Accident—Compensation— Weekly pay- 
ment on total or partial incapacity for work—Workmen’s Com- 
pensation Act, 1897, Schedule I. (1) (), clause (2).—Russell v. 
Holme, CLERKENWELL COUNTY COURT, §.J. 246 

17. Employer’s liability— Accident — Compensation — Weekly 
wages— W orkmen’s Compensation Act, 1897, s. 1, sub-section 2 (a) 
—Schedule, clauses 1 (b), 2, 12.—Hewitt v. Hepburn, DARTFORD 
COUNTY couRT, §,J, 330 

18. Employer’s liability—Accident—Meaning of—Workmen’s 
Compensation Act, 1897 (60 & 61 Vict. c. 37), s. 1, sub-section 1.— 
Hensey v. White, arp., W.R. 257 


METROPOLIS— 

1. Management—Building erected by gas company—Less than 
prescribed distance from centre of highway—Powers conferred on 
company by private Acts—London Building Act, 1894 (57 & 58 
Vict. c. 213), ss. 13, 205,—London County Council v. 
Gas Co., 2.B.D., §.J. 362 


2. Management—Sewer—Agreement to receive sewage of out- 


side district— Ultra vires—Estoppel—Jurisdiction of court to grant 
injunction which will result in public nuisance—Metropolis 
Management Act, 1855 (18 & 19 Vict. c. 120), ss. 135, 138, 140, 250 
—Metropolis Management Amendment Act, 1862 (25 & 26 Vict. 
c. 102), s. 61—Public Health Act, 1875 (38 & 39 Vict. c. 55).—St. 
Mary, Islington, Vestry v. Hornsey Council, arp., §,J, 327 ; W.R. 401 
3. Street—Laying out new street—Carriage-drive for blocks of 
flats forming a qua gle with garden in centre—Cul de sac for 
i traffic—Requisite sanction of county council—London 
Building Act, 1894 (57 & 58 Vict. c. ccxiii.), s. 7.—Armstrong v. 
London County Council, Q B.D., W.R. 367 
See also Landlord and Tenant,6; Local Government, 5; 
Water, 1, 2 


MIDDLESEX REGISTRY— 
See Practice, 10 


MISREPRESENTATION— 
Lease—Rescission—Amount recoverable.—Wiittington v. Seale- 
Hayne, CH.D, FARWELL, J., §.J. 229 


MORTGAGE— 

1. Covenant—‘‘ Tied’’ public-house—Collateral security for 
mortgsge—Omission of “ successors ’—Assi and sub-lessee— 
Superior title.—John Brothers (Abergarw Brewery) v. Holmes, CH.D. 
KEKEWICH, J., W.R, 236 

2. Life policy—Payment to mortgagee by insurance office of 
surrender value—Statute of Limitations (37 & 38 Vict. c. 57), s. 8— 
‘In the meantime’—Payment or acknowledgment.—Clifden 
(Lord), Re, Annaly v. Agar-Ellis, CH.D, BYRNE, J., §.J, 409 

3. Transfer—Notice— Neglect of transferee of legal mortgage to 


Wandswort/ | 








give notice to mortgagor—Sale by mortgagor and mo 
without disclosing mo’ Fraudulent retention of proc 
eee of mortgage.— Dizon v. Winch, app., 8.3. 
327 


NEGLIGENCE— . 
See Banker ; Gas Company ; Ship, 6 


NEWSPAPER— 
See Contempt, 1, 2; Copyright, 2 


NUISANCE— 
See Highway, 1 


PATENT— 

1, Infringement—Patented articles bought in England and sent 
abroad for sale—‘‘ Making use of” the invention—Patents, Designs, 
and Trade-Marks Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vict. c. 57), Schedule L., 
Form D—D — Assessment. — British Motor Syndicate v. 
Taylor, CH.D. STIRLING, J., W.R. 345 

2. Infringement—Petition for revocation—Leave to disclaim— 
Conditions—Form of order.—Ludington Cigarette Machine Co. v. 
Baron Cigarette Machine Co., arv., 8.J. 293 

3. Utility—What sufficient to support 
descent Gas Light Co. v. Incandescent 
BUCKLEY, J., W.R, 362 


POISON— 
Sale of—Agent only authorized to take orders and give receipte— 
Pharmacy Act, 1868 (31 & 32 Vict. c. 121), s. 15.—Pharmaceutical 
Society v. White, 2.B.D., W.R. 335 


POLICE— 
Constable—Pension—“ 
1890 (53 & 54 Vict. c. 45), Sched 
8.J. 263 


POOR LAW— 

1. Rating—Ap against assessment to quarter sessions— 
Parish council—Notice to—Service of proper notice upon not a 
condition precedent to entertaining appeal—Poor Relief Act, 1743 
(17 Geo. 2, c. 38)—Local Government Act, 1894 (56 & 57 Vict. c. 
73).—Reg. v. De Grey, King’s Lynn Dock Co., Ex parte, Q.B.D., §.J. 
279; W.R. 348 

2. Rating—Appeal from quarter sessions—Gravel pit—Method 
of rating wher partially exhausted.— Farnham Flint Co. v. Farnham 
Union, Q.B.D., §.J. 279; W.R. 376 

3. Rating—Assessment—Rateable value—Licensed premises— 
Trade profits.—Cartwright v. Sculcoates Union, H.L., W.R. 394 

4, Rating—Lai s—Profit-earning capacity—Evidence of re- 
ceipts and expenditure—Structural value—Ordinary method of 
ascertaining rental value unavailable—Principle of assessment.— 
Mersey Docks v. Birkenhead Union, aPe., W.R. 259 

5. Rating—Land used for exhibition of advertisements—Adver- 
tisement hoardings — Advertisement contractor — Advertisi 
Stations (Rating) Act, 1889 (52 & 53 Vict. c. 27), s. 3.—Burton v, 
St. Giles-in-the-Fields Assessment Committee, Q B.D., W.R. 222 

6. Rating—Sewage carrier—Sewage carrier partly above, partly 


atent.— Welsbach Incan- 
as Lighting Co., OH.D. 


Annual 4 Bie egg age Act, 
ue 1.—Upperton v. Ridley, Q.B.D., 


below ground—Liability to be rated.— Newport Union v. Yatrady- 
Sodwg Sewerage Board, .B.D., W.R. 382 


7. Relief—Improper relief—Strike—Wilful refusal to work— 
‘‘ Sudden and urgent necessity ’’—Poor Law Act, 1601 (43 Eliz. c. 2), 
ss. 1, 2—Poor w Act, 1834 (4 & 5 Will. 4, c. 76); ss. 15, 
42, 52, 54, 105—Poor Law Audit Act, 1848 (11 & 12 Vict. c. 91), 
s. 4—Vagrants Act, 1824 (5 Geo. 4, c. 83), s. 3.—Attorney-General 
v. Merthyr Tydfil Union, arr., 8.5. 294 ; W.R. 409 

8. Relief—Strike—Wilful refusal to work—‘“‘ Able-bodied ’’— 
‘‘ Destitute”—Sudden and urgent necessity’’—Poor Law Act, 
1834 (4 & 5 Will. 4, c. 76), s. 52—Poor Law Audit Act, 1848 
(11 & 12 Vict. c. 91), s. 4—Vagrants Act, 1824 (5 Geo. 4, c. 83), 
8. 3.—Attorney-General v. Bedwellty Union, CH.D. STIRLING, Jy, 
S.J. 328 

See also Justices 


POWER— d 

Appointment—Exercise of power—Invested fund—Appointment 

of specified sums—Value of investments.—Cruddas, Re, Cruddas v. 
Smith, app., 8.J. 361 


PRACTICE— : 
1. Affidavit of documents—Documents of title—Privilege—Par- 
ticulars—Production.—Milbank v. Milbank, arp., 8.J. 259; W.R. 

339 
2. Charging order nisi—Death of judgment debtor—Liability of 


estate—R. 8. C. ord. 42, r. 23; ord. 46, r. 1.—Stewart v. Rhodes, 


CH.D. STIRLING, J., W.R. 233; app., 8.J, 259; W.R, 354 } 
3. City of London Court—Jurisdiction—Issue of summons with 
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leave—Cause of action arising within the city—London (City) 
Small Debts Extension Act, 1852 (15 & 16 Vict. c. Ixxvii.), s. 39— 
Gounty Courts Act, 1888 (51 & 52 Vict. c. 43), ss. 74, 185.—Felton 
v. Bower, Q.B.D., §.J. 212; W.R. 349 

4. Costs—Action against public authority—Trial with jury— 
Jurisdiction of judge to deprive successful authority of coste— 
Good cause—Pablic Authorities Protection Act, 1893 (56 & 57 Vict. 
_——. 1 (b)—Ord. 65, r. 1.—Bostock v. Ramsey Council, Q.B.D., 

MR. 254 


5. Costs—Probate action—Three wills—Severance in defence.— 
Bagshaw v. Pimm, app., §.J. 313 

6. Costs—Taxation—Plaintiffs ordered to pay costs of action 
incurred by @ Paragraph in claim indorsed on the writ—Appor- 
tionment.— Estates Investment Co. v. Cobb, CH.D. BYRNE, J., $.J. 295 

7. Eividence—Judicial notice—Independence and boundaries of 
foreign State—Letter to Secretary of State.—Foster v. Globe 
Venture Syndicate, CH.D. FARWELL, J., 8.J. 314 

8. Jurisdiction—Private international law—Authority of Ameri- 
can judgment creditor to sue in English court—Californian code.— 
Barber v. Mexican Land Co., CH.D. STIRLING, J., W.R. 235 

9. Leave to discontinue action—R. 8. C. ord. 26, r. 1—Auxiliary 
proceedings before another tribunal—Costs incident to those pro- 
ceedings costs in the action.—Lloyds Bank v. Princess Boyal Colliery 
00. oc Neem BYRNE, J.,8.J. 361 

10. Middlesex Registry—Registration of deed—Rectification of 
register—Jurisdiction to order—Land Registry (Middlesex Deeds) 
Act (54 & 55 Vict. c. 64), s. 1—Land Transfer Act, 1875 (38 & 39 
Vict. c. 87), s. 95—Land Transfer Act, 1897 (60 & 61 Vict. c. 65), 
8. 7.—Stephenson v. Yorke, CH.D. BUCKLEY, J., 8.J. 244 

11. Nonsuit—Discontinuance—Ord. 26, r. 1.—Fox v. Star Newes- 
paper Co., H.L., W.R. 321 

12, Palatine Court of Lancaster—Costs—Taxation—Scale— 
Orders of 27th and 28th November, 1884.—Manchester Real Ice 
Skating Co.,; Re, APP., 8.J. 327 

13. Sales by the court—Debenture-holders’ action—Property 
forming debenture-holders’ security in jeopardy—Motion for judg- 
ment on admissions in pleadings—R. 8. C. ord. 51, r. 1b.—Day and 
Night Advertising Co., Re, Upward v. Day and Night Advertising 
Co., CH.D. COZENS-HARDY, J., W.R. 362 

14, Summons in chambers—Adjournment into court—Costs of 
adjournment—“ The court or a judge”—R. 8. C. ord. 26, r. 1; 
ord. 55, rr. 15, 1éa.—Lloyds Bank v. Princess Royal Colliery Co. 
(No. 2), CH.D. BYRNE, J., 8.J. 409 

See also Landlord and Tenant, 2; Prohibition; Railway 


PRESCRIPTION ACT— 


See Easement 


PROBATE— 


1. Administration—Renunciation by sole next-of-kin—Person 
next entitled having no interest —Right to grant as if sole next-of- 
kin out of the way.—Trigg, In Goods of, P.D. & av.D., 8.J. 329 

2. Will — Administration — Surviving executor absent from 
a g eaage hy corm to page Nar as continue to act—Applica- 
tion for grant de bonis non on alf of assignee of reversionary 
interest. —Campion, In Goods of, P.D. & AD.D., W.R, 288 

See also Administration, 2; Practice, 5 


PROHIBITION — 


Salford Court—Cause of action arising out of the jurisdiction— 
Salford Hundred Court of Record Act, 1868 (31 & 32 C. CXxx.), 
8. 7.—Puyne v. Hogg, aPp., 8.J. 345 


PUBLIC AUTHORITY— 
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See Local Government, 2; Practice, 4 


PUBLIC HEALTH— 
See Landlord and Tenant, 12; Local Government, 3,4; Metro- 
polis, 2; Vendor and Purchaser, 1 


AILWAY— 
Receiver and manager—Oost of litigation—‘‘ Other outgoings” 
—Jurisdiction of court—Railway Con Act, 1867 Bo € 31 


Vict. c. 127), s. 4—Judicature Act, 1890 (53 & 54 Vict. c. 44), 8. 5.— 
Wrexham, é&c., Railway Co., Re, aPP., 8.J. 210; W.R. 311 
See also Arbitration, 2; Master and Servant, 11 


ATING— 
s See Poor Law, 1-6 

VENUE 

See Inland Revenue 

© GooDs— 

tract for sale by deecription—Implied condition— Acceptance 

—Passing of perty—Sale of Goods Act, 1893 (56 & 57 Vict. c. 
71), ss. 13, 17, 35.—Varley v. Whipp, @ B.D., 8.J. 263; W.R. 363 





SALMON Age yea - a is eas as 
Unlawful ing—Trout, - a ison: t sti i 
taken from cert the bend ieee Baherr Act, 1873 (36 & 37 
Vict. c. 71), s. 22—Freshwater Fisheries Act, 1878 (41 & 42 Vict. o. 

39), 8. 7.—Stead v. Tillotson, Q.B.D., 8.5. 212 a 


00L— 

1. School board—Disqualification of member—Member ‘‘ con- 
cerned . . . in any work done under the authority of such 
board”’—Sale of gravel and sand to contractor with the board— 
Elementary Education Act, 1870 (33 & 34 Vict. c. 75), 8. 34,— 
Barnacle v. Clark, Q.B.D., W.R, 336 

2. Subscriber to ee of school vested in sub- 
oo fide subscriber.— Nott v. Williams, CH.D. BYRNE, J., 

-R. 316 


, <engee fm ble lif Letting into and 

1. Assignee of table life estate—Letting into possession 
receipt of rents profits—Bankruptcy of tenant for life—Costs. 
—Hunt, Re, Pollard v. a 4 i na ~ aie 

2. Drainage expenses— + C 
38), ss. 21, 25, 26—Settled Land Act, 1890 (53 & 54 Vict. c. 69), as. 
13, 15—Improvement without scheme—Incidental expenses and 
outgoings—Income or capital.—Thomas, Re, Weatherall v. Thomas, 
CH.D. BYRNE, J., W.R, 409 

3. Scheme for improvement approved by trustees, who had not 
capital moneys in their hands—Improvements executed at expense 
of tenant for life—Reimbursement—Settled Land Act, 1582, ss, 
21, 22, 25, 26.—Norfolk (Duke) Estates, Re, CH.D, BYRNE, J., W.R. 
328 

See also Inland Revenue, 6 


SETTLEMENT— 

1. Construction—Direction to trustees to reconvey as beneficiary 
‘“‘ shall direct””—Power of appointment.—Foxwell v. Van Grutten, 
App., 8.J. 377 

2. Construction—Power to jointure wives in succession—Divorce 
of settlor—Power to jointure second wife during lifetime of first 
sy tape a (Duchess) v. Marlborough (Duke), CH.D. BYRNE, 
Jey . 361 es - 

3. Forfeiture clause—Equitable assignment—Intention—Assign- 
ment by husband to gg fe yee individuality of wife.—Spear- 
man, Re, Spearman v. Lowndes, aPP., §.J. 377 

See also Will, 2 


SHIP— 

1. Bottomry—Absence of maritime interest—Bond pepe on 
vessel putting into port short of port of destination— fe of 
bottomry loan by ue or draft—Insurance of bond.— 
** Haabet,” The, P.D. & AD.D., oy = oe ‘e 

2. Charter-party—‘ Cargo to brough taken m 
alongside Be ”"—“ Any custom of the port to the contrary 
notwithstanding ”—Exclusion of custom.— Brenda Steamship Co. v. 
ren 50! 8.J. 277; W.R. 321 aes ll 

3. -party, construction of — urrage— ion.— 
Tyne Shipowning Co. v. Leech, Q B.D., 8.3. 296 

4. Collision—. oe and real damage.—‘‘ Mediana,”’ 
“2 Collision: eB rat ol the Thames not 

5. ision— tarning in a 
crossing vessel—Bye-laws for the Navigation of the River Thames, 
1898, art. 48.—‘ John Hollway,” The, P.D. & AD.D., W.R. 416 

6. Damage—Collision caused by ing foul of sunken barge— 
Liability of owner of wreck, where not abandoned, for negligence 
of independent contractor employed by him to raise wreck.— 
“ Snark,” The, aPr., §.J. 209; W.R. 279 

7. Docks—Dock-master, duty re to remove vessel— 
Obstruction—West India Dock Act (1 & 2 Will. 4, c. lii), s. 10) — 
Duckham v. Gibbs, 2.B.D., W.R, 239 

See also Admiralty, 1, 2; Insurance, 3 


sHOP— 
Shop Hours Act, 1892 (55 & 56 Vict. c. 62), ss. 9, 10—‘‘ Public- 
house or ee A ”— Hotel—** etic servant—P: 
sone Hotel Co. v. London County Council, Q.8.D., 8.J, 212 ; 


——— oi sal 
. Sunes —Delay on agree- 
i FAB Aan Act, c. #9) 
s. 8, sub-sections 2, 4.—A, B. & Oo. ie 
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. Costse—Solicitor em Act, 
1870 (33 & 34 Vict. c. 28), a8. 4, 5.— yr Tydvil 
Council, 2.3.B., W 


z on 
3. Coste of trustee—Taxation—. = ue trust—> 
Twelve months after psymen (6 & 7 Vict. 
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May 19, 1900. 











c. 73), a8. 39, 41.—Vellborne, Re, CH.D. KEKEWICH, J., §.J, 348 ; 
W.R. 375 

4, Costs—Taxation—Sale by auction in lots—One title —Different 
purchasers—‘‘ Transaction ’—Scale charge—Solicitors’ Remunera- 
tion Act, 1881 (44 & 45 Vict. c. 44)—Construction of General Order, 
rr. 1, 7, 8.—Thomas, Re, Evans v. Griffiths, CH.D. STIRLING, J., 
8.J. 245; W.R. 299 

5. Undertaking as to stamping documents—Enforcement of 
undertaking.—Coolgardie Goldfields Oo., Re, Hamilton, Ex parte, 
CH.D. COZENS-HARDY, J., 8.J. 230 


SPECIFIC PERFORMANCE— 
Lease of minerals—Undivided moiety—Inconvenience.—Hexter v. 
Pearce, CH.D. FARWELL, J., W.R. 330 


Expense of verification of abstract.—Stam/ford Banking Oo. ¥. 
Knight, 0H.D. NORTH, J., W.R, 244 
4. Covenant — Restrictive covenant— Meaning of ‘‘ house” — 
Flats.— Kimber v. Admams, apP., 8.J. 260; W.R. 322 
5, Covenant—Restrictive covenant—Windows—“‘ Buildings ad- 
joining.” —Jnd v. Hamblin, cH.D. BUCKLEY, J., W.R. 238 
6. Evidence—Extent of the thirty years’ rule—Admissious of 
predecessors in title—Admissibility against purchasers for value.— 
Foster v. Plumbers’ Co., CH.D. BUCKLEY, J., §.J. 211 
7. Sale of land—Memorandum in writiog—Signature of party to 
be charged—Printed heading containing name—Statute of Frauds 
29 Car. 2, o. 3), s. 4.—Hucklesby v. Hook, CH.D. BUCKLEY, J., 
J. 277 
8. Sale by order of the court—Purchaser for value without notice 
of superior title—Conveyancing Act, 1881 (44 & 45 Vict. c. 41), s. 


70, sub-section 1.—Jones v. Barnett, appP., W.R, 280 


WATER— 
1, Waterworks Clauses Acts—Recovery of arrears of water rate— 


STAMP ACTS— 
See Inland Revenue, 9, 10 


STOCK EXCHANGE— 


See Bankruptcy, 5 


SUNDAY— 

Sunday trading—Barber—Words ejusdem yeneris—Lord’s Day 
Observance Act, 1676 (29 Car. 2, c. 7), s. 1.—Palmer v. Snow, 
QB D., §.J. 211; W.R, 351 


TRADE-MARK— 


1. Registration — Non-user — gr gw pee of proprietor — 


Removal from register—Service abroad of notice of motion.— 
Ashton’s Trade-Mark, Re, CH.D. STIRLING, J., §,J. 242; W.R. 389 

2. Registered five years—‘‘ Savonol”—Invented word—Foreign 
word with meaningless affix—Action for infringement heard 
together with cross-motion to rectify—Certificate of right to 
exclusive use—Patents, &c., Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vict. c. 57), 8. 77a. 
—Field v. Wagel Syndicate, Field’s Trade-Mark, Re, CH.D. BUCKLEY, 
J., 8.J. 315; W.R. 390 


TRUSTEE— 
See Administration, 3; Solicitor, 3 


VENDOR and PURCHASER— 


1. Conditions of sale-—Construction—Liability for expenditure on 


property—Expense of compulsory sanitary work before completion 
—Public Health (London) Act, 1891 (54 & 55 Vict. c. 76), ss. 4, 141. 
—Barsht v. Tagg, CH.D. COZENS-HARDY, J., W.R. 220 

2. Contract—Agreement by vendor to pay commission to undis- 
closed purchaser’s agent—Action on contract by vendor—Claim by 


purchaser to set off agent’s commission.—(rant v. (fold Exploration | 


Syndicate, APP., W.R. 27! 


3. Contract for sale of leaseholds—Title—Assignment of lease | 
recited, but not abstracted in chief—Conveyancing and Law of | 
3, sub-section 6— | 


Property Act, 1881 (44 & 45 Vict. c. 41), s. 


| 





Bankruptcy—Adjudication—‘‘ Owner and occupier ’—‘‘ Incoming 
tenant ’—Waterworks Clauses Act, 1847 (10 & 11 Vict. c. 17), s. 
53—Metropolis Water Act, 1871 (34 & 35 Vict. oc. 113), 5. 48.— 
Flack, Re, Berry, Ex parte, BkcY., §.J. 348 

2. Waterworks—Metropolis—Fire hydrants—Right of company 
to use—User for extinguishing fire—User for other purposes— 
Waterworks Clauses Act, 1847 (10 & 11 Vict. c. 17), ss. 3, 37-43— 
Metropolitan Fire Brigade Act, 1865 (28 & 29 Vict. c. 90), s. 32— 
Metropolis Water Act, 1871 (34 & 35 Vict. c. 113), s. 34—London 
County Council (General Powers) Act, 1894 (57 & 58 Vict. c. 
cexii.), 8s. 4.—London County Council v. East London Waterworks 
Co., Q.B.D., 8.J. 395; W.R, 252 


| WILL— 


1. Construction—‘ Die without child or children”—Birth of 
child—Executory gift over—Conveyancing Act, 1882 (45 & 46 Vict. 
c. 39), 8. 10.—Booth, Re, Pickard v. Booth, CH.D. BYRNE, J., 8.J. 348 

2. Election—Settlement—Practice—Form of order.— Barnett, Re, 
Baker v. Barnett, CH.D, KEKEWICH, J., §.J. 347 

3. International law—Construction—Power of appointment in 
English will—Execution of power by will of French domiciled alien 
—Domicil—Wills Act (1 Vict. c. 26), ss. 9, 10, 27—Lord Kings- 
down’s Act (Domicil) (24 & 25 Vict. c. 114)—Naturalization Act, 
1870 (33 Vict. c. 14).—Price, Re, Tomlin v. Latter, CH.D. STIRLING, 
J., S.J. 242; W.R, 373 

4, Name and arms clause—Use of surname.—Lversley (Lord), Re, 
Mildmay v. Mildmay, CH.D. BYRNE, J., W.R. 249 

5. Secret trust—Joint tenants—Notice to one only.—Stead, Re, 
Whitham v. Andrew, OH.D. FARWELL, J., W.R. 221 

6. Tenant for life and remainderman—Leaseholds—Permissive 
waste—Liability of tenant for life.—Parry and Hopkin’s Arbitration, 
Re, CH.D, NORTH, J., W.R. 346 

See also Charity ; Limitation Statutes, 3 
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